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Department of Energy

ROCKY FLATS OFFICE
P.O. BOX 928
GOLDEN, COLORADO 80402-0928

§§f 01 1995 95-DOE-14099

Mr. Martin Hestmark

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VIII
ATTN: Rocky Flats Project Manager, SHWM-RI
999 18th Street, Suite 500, sWM-C

Denver, Colorado 80202-2405

Mr. Joe Schieffelin

Hazardous Waste Facilities Unit Leader

Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South

Denver, Colorado 80222-1530

Gentlemen:

The enclosed comment responses are provided in response to the Colorado Department of
Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) May 12, 1995 comments on the Addenduin to
Technical Memorandum No, 2. Human Health Risk Assessment Exposure Scenarios, Qperable
Unit 3, April 11, 1995, These responses are the only remaining outstanding issues for Technical
Memorandum Number 2 (TM 2). We hope that you will find them to be satisfactory and that
document approval will be forthcoming,.

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has not provided comments on the above
mentioned document. It is hoped that this is an indication that EPA has no major concerns with
TM 2 and that they will provide formal document approval.

On May 8, 1994, CDPHE also provided comments on Technical Memor. m S5, Hum

Health Risk Assessment, Toxicity Assessment, Qperable Unit 3, October 10, 1994, Subsequent
to the submittal of TM 5, in a letter dated October 12, 1994, the EPA provided clarification to
the requirements stated in paragraph VII.D.1.c of the Interagency Agreement Statement of
Work regarding the submittal of a toxicity assessment technical memorandum. The clarification
states that a toxicity assessment technical memorandum is only required when EPA verified
toxicity values are not available from the Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) or the
Health Effects Assessment Summary Tables (HEAST). This clarification was provided
specifically for Operable Unit (OU) 5, however, since OU 3 is using HEAST for assessing
health effects as stated in TM 5, it is reasonable to assume that EPA supplied clarification
would apply equally to OU 3. Given the above referenced guidance, the Department of Energy,
Rocky Flats Field Office (DOE, RFFO) would like to consider TM 5 to be an informational
document not requiring agency comment or approval. We feel confident that any concerns or
comments the CDPHE may have will be satisfactory addressed in the OU 3 Baseline Risk
Assessment.



M. Hestmark & J. Schieffelin | 2 SEP 0
95-DOE-14099 xal 01985

We request your response at your earliest convenience. It will be beneficial to all parties
to reach resolution on these issues prior to the submittal of the RFI/RI report.

Sincerely,

s & S

Steven W. Slaten
IAG Project Coordinator
Environmental Programs

cc w/Enclosure:

C. Gesalman, EM-453, HQ
J. Ahlquist, EM-453, HQ
L. Ekman, EM-453, HQ

K. Muenchow, EP, RFFO
B. Lavelle, EPA

Admin. Records

cc w/o Enclosure:

J. Roberson, AMEP, RFFO
F. Lockhart, DAMEP, RFFQO
J. Wienand, EP, RFFO

B. Birk, ER, RFFO

M. Guillaume, SAIC

S. Hahn, K-H

M. Buddy, RMRS

T. Spence, RMRS



